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OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY FOR THE 
DEFENSE OF ORGANIZATIONS, TAKEN BEFORE A 
COMMISSION APPOINTED BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
MILITARY TRIBUNAL PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 
4 OF THE ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL DATED 15 
MARCH 1946 


FRIDAY, 12 JULY 1946. 


COMMISSI ONER: j R ' 


MR./faylor ٠ 
THE SA 
(The Commission convened at 1000 hours) 
MR. TAYLOR: Will you remind the witness that 
he is still under oath, and proceed with your examination, 
Doctor, 
BY DR. ASCHENAUR: 

Q WAS the SA in 1933 in favor of the Church? 

A The question is not quite clear but I may say 
this much that in 1933 wide circles of the SA wanted to 
show that they made an effort in the direction of the Church 
and wanted to show that too by actions, 

Q Do you think that you can say that the large 
majority of the Catholic members of the SA took a position 
which was favorable to the Church. 

E As far &s the area I supervised is concerned 
I can answer this question with "yes." 

Q Was there reason to believe in 1955 that Hitler 


would realize the principle which he had pointed out in 
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his speech in the Reichstag on March 25, 1933, and which 
was as follows: 
"The National Government did in both Christian 
religions important functions in the keeping up of our 
msmpXeizxmeharmx peoples’ character, The National Govern- 
m in schools 

ment is going to secure/muxxzEekmaX and the educati onal 
centers with adequate influence for the Christian r eligion." 

A It is quite obvious that in his twin position 
of both leader of the party and Chief of the German Gov ern- 
ment he had actually the power to realize this promise, and 
on the other hand it seemed impossible that any one could 
braek a promise wich had been stated so solemnly for the 
public ppinion of the whole world, 

Q Did not the agreement reached between the 
Church and the party (Concordat), did not this agreement 
reinforce any man in his confidence when he went into 
the SA? 

A That is quite clear and especially because 
by this agreement Hitler had taken up a legal obligation 
bef e the whole world, 

Q Is it correct that an entire SA Stuerme Group 
had taken part in religious funerals and even a field service, xxix 
and that even field services have taken place in the frame 


of the SA? 


. "4 
A Yes, that is correct. Even in a certain period / 


the most denonstrative showed that everybody wanted absolute- 


ly to take part in those religious activities, 
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Q Did not the SA or the cavalry SA furnish the 
escort for the Cardinal Galen when he traveled through 
his diocese as minister? 

A I have not a quite clear recollection of this 
fact but 1 think it is quite possible and later on I heard 
of and if I remember well now it comes back to my memory 
that I have even seen photographs. Now my memory is not 
quite clear as to whether the Chiefs of these groups who 
is in uniform belonged to the SA or another party oœ gan- 
izatione In any case the photograph I am now referring 
to which I now remember was an occasion when one of the 
party œ ganizations wanted to honor the Cardinal. 


Q Have not the SA taken over the order of service 


during the procession of the Holy in Muenster? 


A This is a fact which is quite sure and e ven at 
this time when it took place ther e was a great stirring 
up because of the effect of this event. 

Q Is it correct that in many places the SA arrang- 
ed their hours ina way that they should not mkzkxmx 
disturb the hours of religious services? 

A I have no clear recoil ction as to this, but I 
deemed it very probable and it is quite in line with the 
general situation in 1933 

Q Has there bem an order in the SA to resign 
from the Church? 
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A I have no recollection of this. 

Q is it not rather correct that it was forbidden 
to discuss church matter s? 

A There again 1 cannot make any clear statement. 
Anyhow, I think it is impossible that such discussions 
which have been allowed to take place in the Catholic area 
in 1933, because that wuld have bem against all party 
tactics. 

Q Is it correct that the SA men have been organists 
and wardens in the church? 

this 

A In certain cases/Xx&exm has certainly been a 
fact. I memember that some employees of the Church 
have been SA members. 

Q Had these men sny difficulties with the SA 
leaders? 

A I canot recollect anything of this matter. 

Q Had the overwhelming majority of the SA any 
activity against the Church? 

A As far as the Catholic area in Western Germany 


" Of course, there were 


is concerned, I must say "no, 
single cases. 

Q bid the fight against the Church stop the 
greater part of the Catholic SA men from going to Church? 


A Certainly note For certain periods the action 


was perhaps even to the contrary. They went to Church 7 


| 
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just because of this fight against the Church. 
Q What do you concludé from the changing position 
the SA leaders took with regard to the wearing of a uniform 


in Church? 


A The position was changing, not withr egard to 


the decisions of the party leaders and SA leaders but 

with regard to the decisions of the church leaderse Until 
1933 when the Nazi party was an object of restriction and 
disapproval by the Church, and more for religious reasons 
1t was forbidden fa any part member to enter a "hurch 

in uniform. This decision came from the Church. After 

they had that for that certain period of xm time the SA 
and HJ and party always credited this right of entering 

the Church in uniform for reasons of propaganda. “hen in 
1933 the big change came about, when the HJ, SA and other 
party organizations could possibly be seen as State Yough 
and as part of the State organizations, when at the same 
time Hitler in his capacity, both as party le&der and 

as Chancellor of the Reich had made the statements in which 
he took up some obligations, when at the same time & 

large part of the yough more obligati ons had arisen to / 
join sme of these groups in order to have a safer career 
in the fubure, and when furthermore great masses of innocent 


Catholic Youth had joined the SA then the Church lifted 
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the interdiction of entering the church in uniform and 
started to consider all of those organizations as a sort 

of military organization. ‘That was the second phase in 

the development and then the third phase started. Then 


when it was seen that many a member of the party went into 


the Church proudly with his uniform and some of them 


emphasized the fact he was wearing it and when at the 
same time the increasing conflict between the "hurch and 
Paty became from day to day more obvious then the party 
forbade to enter the Church in uniform, It should not 
be said that so many official members of the party, which 
were at the same time loyal to the Church, wanted to demon- 
strate just thelr Royalty. 
8 Who in the frame of the party were the main 
fighters against the Church? 
A The question is not very easy to answer because 
this fight against the Church was directed from the back- 
the man recognized 

ground.  Anyhow/&k&xumx who had been/mrgankzmt and even 
appointed by the Fuehrer as the theorétical and dogmatical 
fighterx against Christianity was Rosenberg with his 
heretics. The mos t £xskx fanatic enemy and the one that 
showed the most hatred was Goebbels, 

COLONEL JONES: I wish Dr. David would keep 
his evidence so far as possible inthe direction of the 
SA. 

WITNESS: I shall. I have only answered thé 


questions. 
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BY DR  ASCHENAUR: 

Q This question had to be asked in order to show 
clearly the differente between the point of view and the 
position taken by the SA and by the Supreme Commander of 
the Party like Bormang, Rosenberg, Streicher and Goebbels, 

I may stress the point that the Prosecution has repeatedly - 
COLONEL JONES: We don't want a statement by 
Dr. Aschenauer, We want the witness’ e vidence. 
MR. TAYLOR: Go ahead and comple te the trans- 
lation. I want to hear it. 


INTERPRETER: I want to E A point that the 


Prosecution has repeadedly stressed in their charges with 
reference to a 0360268 by Bormann which in itself had nothing 
at all to do with the SA. 

MR. TAYLOR: Doctor, proceed with the mxam 
examination of the witness, but the Commission understands 
that he is a general witnessof the SA as to their attitude 
toward the Catholig Church, and you, therefore, will confine 
your questions to that and the witness will confine his 
answers tothe SA. 

BY DR. ASCHENAUR? 
Q May I refer to the definition I gave in the be- 
ginning and which has beén handed to me by the Commission, 
national 


which is a translation of the/socialism to Catholocism and 
the SA attitude toward the Catholic Church -- 
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MR. TAYLOR: Very well, the witness is entitled 
to answer your question so far as he himself personally 
knows, but I think, Joc tor, we can cut this proceeding short 
and get everything mm you need by the witne ss not try ing to 
testify from what he has heard or believes but what he 
actually knows, Let's confine our testimony to that, 

DR. ASCHENAURs 

XEX The decrees which I was questioning about are 
well known in all the circles of the Church. As a conse- 
quence the witness knows these things. 

MR, TAYLOR: The Commission will have to differ 
with you, Doctor, on some part of these answers of the 
witness it has been from what he heard and believes and 
not from what he knows. 

COLONEL JONES: I don't want to be misunderstood, 
I was not objecting to the witness but only reminding Dr. 
David that he should keep his answers as concise as 
pos sible. 

MR. TAYLOR: Proceed, Dr, Aschenaur, with the 
mxxx examination, 


BY DR. ASCHENAUR: 


Qe EX Has the Supreme Command cf the SA apre ared 


in the same manner in the struggle against the Church 


as have Bormann, Streicher, Ros enberg and Goebbels? 
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A As far as I can recall that was not the case, 

Q Hed the Supreme Command of the SA Diefied in the 
same way the terms "Race and Blood" as it was done in the 
Schwarzes Korps? 

A As far as the newspapers like the Schwarzes Korps 
and the Stuerme are concerned,I quite recall these things 
because in my capacity as Vicar I had continuously to deal 


with them, but as to the newspaper of the SA I cannot 


recall any such happening. 


Q Do you know that any leaders of the SA have 
refused hatred and inciting songs against the Church? 

A With a number of the other SA leaders I knew it 
seems to me quite clear that he wuld not have tolerated 
such songs. 

Q How do you interpret the letter of the Pope 
in which he writes: 

"The enemies of the German States are composed 
by those which have arrived at influential positions of 
the State, coming from liberalistic, marxist and commun- 
istic idealogy with the interchange over to national 
socialism." 

A This sentence means in the first place that the 
Pope underlined a principle which had been admitted by 
the National Socialist Government, meaning that liberalistic, 


ideals x 
Marxistic and communistic/are a damage to the State. The 
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was 
Church even at that time/attacked and prsecuted by the 


State and the Pope referred in this letter to a decree by 
the Reich President which made Gommunistic, liberalistic 

and marxistic activities punishable. In'a previous note 
sent ie C NER the Reich Government had obviously stated 
that the Catholics had communistic activities against the 
State. The Pope answered that the Catholics have maintained 
their principles, but that liberalists and marst marxists 
and communists had entered the party and state and had 
introduced and maintained their unmoral and crooked procedure. 
Ther efore, it is not the Catholics which re a danger to the 
State, but that danger is within the party itself. 

Q Did the paper "The SA Man™ publish articles 
against the religion or articles in which the so-called 
political Catholicism was attacked? 

A Since 1953 the SA man did not publish Xxx 
in any case anything like the one published in the Schwarzes 
Korpse 

Q Can it be said that the paper, "The SA Man" cor- 
responded to the spirit of the individual SA man? 

A As far as my observactions are correct, the mass 

regiments 
of the SA men in all/xsgixmx belonged only generally 
to the SA sinee 1933 and were about all influenced by 


the party organs or such newspaperse 
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Q Had such occurences with the enemy to the Church 


such as the &axuxanxMuymmxxkxfmgRx German Movement for 
axx at Ludendorf had a great influence on the sentiments 
of the SA? 

A I shall have to repeat which I have jus t stated, 
In my area the SA men as SA men were not easy to be 


influenced by any particular order, 
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Q On November 15, 1936, Bishop Guehderberger in a serman declared: 


"In Russia and Spain, they may lose their lives, whereas in Germany the 


army tries to take away from them their honor and our confidence." Was 
that the position taken by the overwhelming majority of the members of the 
SA? 

A Certainly not in north-western Germany. 

© Do you have knowledge that circles of the party anè SA had protested 
against measures against the church? 

A Yes, I remember such protests even coming from persoalities who had 
leading positions either in the state or in the party. 

Q Have you knowledge of the case of the SA Overgruppenfuehrer Schorlemmer? 

A Yes, I can remember Schorlemmer very well. He died several years 
ago and before he came very often to mee me about his worries, which arose 
from the fect that he was not only a member of the party, but also a member 
of the Reichstag. He informed me of at least one written protest and perhaps 
several, which he directed to the Minister Frich, who was in charge of the 
group which dealt especially with the proceedings of the Reichsteg in regard 
to the Jewish question, The fact that he had a high vosition in the SA 
has never been stated to me and he never stated it to me as this fact for 
him was a matter of difficulty with his conscience, I therefore can prove 
that his position in the SA was of no importance at all to him. 

Q Was there complete coordination of will for the catholics in the SA? 

A Wo, for the Catholics that joined the SA I could not see any cooréin- 
ation of formation of will. On the contrary, thoee who entered the SA as 


Catholics never changed, 





NN 


Q /Was the reason that there was no coordination or formation of 
will in the SA? 

A Since 1933 most of the members of the SA dié not join the SA 
for reasons of conviction, but only for mere formal reasons, therefore, 
very gradually the whole organization calmed down. I have knowledge of 
cases in which the members never heard anything of their orgenization 
for years. I have to correct that - they heard from the organization but 
did not take part in the manifestations of the organization. The leaders 
414 not even succeed in convening a small group on the sport. A short 
time ago Pho E me ~ and he is کن‎ to be believed =~ he resigned from 
the SA by & written statement. Now it ham been seen in the files in the 
SA that in spite of his written resignation he has even been promoted during 
this time in the SA from one rank to another, 

Q Don't you think that the reason for th-t was that these people gave 
more importance to the fact that they were only outward members of the 
party? 

. A It is of course very difficult for the layman to distinguish what 
was the reason and what was the consequence. It is a fact that the SA 
had very little to do with the party line. 

Q Were there any secret plans to be discerned with the SA man and 
criminal actions taken by the leaéers of the SA? 

A For the great majority of the SA members I deem that quite im- 


possible. I have not seen anything of this and no one else has seen anything. 
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Q Could you,in your capacity as general vicar, come to the con- 
clusion from actions of the SA leaders that they too were in the hands 
of criminals? 

A I have already repeatedly steted that from 1933 on the SA leaders 
have not made any special appesrances in my area. In order to be complete, 
I may add however that I heard that somewhere in Germany some groups of 
SA men have been used for actions which cannot be approved of, To be even 
more precise, I think apart from the SA organization there were smaller 
groups using the name of the SA, which were in the hands of some party 
orgenizations to execute brutalities but for many years those groups have 
not been called SA but SS, 

Q Have you any knowledge of the fact that some SA men have been 
forced into the SA because of laws or decrees? 

A As far as I recall, the adherance to the SA was always caused by 
certain pressure. Of course, there was some degrees that pressure was 
first in the opinion of the adherent as to the work he would have if he 


entered the ranks and this even concerned matters that were not only taken 


up by the party but even by the state. The pupils of the higher classes 


of college, if they were not exactly heroes, could not exactly refrain trom 
entering the ranks of the SA or HJ if they did not want to forfeit their 
future careers, I even recall in Cologne the best pupils of the high 

school were refused their certificates of maturity because they refused to 
enter any part of any orgenization. Boys left the grammer schools and wanted 
to make an apprenticeship but could not be accepted anywhere except at a 
Jewish fectory. This was a pressure that was exerted on the employers and 


officers. 
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Q Does not a declaration by the Pope express the thought of what is 
called a "Forced Voluntary Action?" 

A If you mean by that a declaration of will exerted by very strong 
pressure, then that is correct, 

Q Could one belong to the SA when one was at the same time a good 
Catholic? 

A It is a well known fect that Catholisism anà belonging to the SA has 
existed at the same time in the seme person ané even theoretically and actually 
it was poseible since after 1933 the adherance to the SA 414 not mean prin- 
cipally an anti-religious conviction and did not include either an obligation 
for un-Christian actions. 

Q Dié the overwhelming majority of the SA men approve of the persecution 
of the Jews? 

A The SA men which I have referred to all of the time did not approve 
of this persecution. 

Q Could the SA men have had knowledge of the extent of the crimes, 
which have now become known. 

A Iam convinced that the masses certainly could not have had knowledge 
of these facts, especially because I myself, in spite of my having very good. 


sources of information, had no knowledge of these facts. In my recollection, 


I can only cite the names of two concentration camps, namely Oraniensburg and 


Dachau. In those camps there were personal acquaintances of mine and even 
church men - some my subordinstes.- With only one exception, none of them, 
in spite of their having been confidence in me, have told me anything about 


the facts which now are known. There was of course one exception, but the 
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fanatic. 
man who told me about tnese things was well known as a 
The things he told me were incredible and full of contradictions. He talked 
to me so much in spite of the fact tnat he told me he endangered nis life 
in telling me about it and I did not quite believe him, I know if I had no 
possibility of knowing about those things, in spite of all the information 
that I had, the great mass of men and especially yuung men, who did not have 
the information at their disposal, could not know about those things. 

Q Why did the church not urge resignations from the SA? 

A Until 1933 the church did advocate no adherance to the SA because 
up until 1933 the SA was considered an instrument for the execution of anti- 
Christian programs and secondly, because they had a revolutionary character 
and the church disapproves of all revolutionists, From 1933 on the SA was 
no longer revolutionary but it was an ب عط‎ the state. Facts have shown 
that it was possible to adhere to the SA without being convinced of the | 
principles of the party, which were to be disapproved of. Furthermore the facts 
showed the men were not obliged to take part in any actions which were criminal, 
therefore, the church had no reason for intervention, 

Q Have you made your statements here with the aporove of His Emminence 
the Cardinal of Cologne? 

A Of course, It is in compliance with church laws that I can only state 
first of all if he agrees that I state at all and the general contents of my 
statement here is in accordance with what he himself thinks. The principle 
points of what I have stated here have been covered by him in a Document which 


he handed to me. I will reaé that Document - it is two or three pages long. 


b 


COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Let me understand what the document is. What / / 


is the purpose of introducing it here? 
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COLONEL GRIFFITH-JONES; I object. I would like to have a 
consultation on this before the Document is introduced, 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I don't see the point of introéucing 
the Document. It is the view of someone else and not the witness himself. 

DR. ASCHENAUER: I want to recall that I had asked the witness 
whether he testified here with the approval of the Cardinal of Cologne. 

He testified that he did and I have asked the Tribunal to approve of his 
submitttinz the Document handed over by the Cardinal of Cologne. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Can you tell me whet is the purpose of 
submitting this statement? 

DR. ASCHENAUER: I want to submit to this Tribunal the expert 
opinion of the Cardinal as a witness. I want to aid that the Cardinal, 
Josef Frings is the president of the Bishop Conference in Fulda, therefore, 
the official representative of the Catholic Church. 

COLONEL GRIFFITH-JONES; I object. It does not matter a bit 
who the Bishop is or what he is, I re t that before this Document 
ie EA N us that it eee ees the proéedure that has been 
followed throughout the trial. I object to the Document being submitted 
until I have a translation, that is all I ask, 

DR. ASCHEXAUER: I have no interest at all in having this Docu- 
ment inserted in my Document book. I just want to have the Document, which 
is the official position taken by the Cardinal of Cologne, read. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Objection sustained. Proceed with the 


examination. 


DR. ASCHENAUER; I only regret the position the president has l 
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taken. I have no further questions, 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR; I can see no point in submitting the testimony 
of someone who is not here, If his testimony was desired, he should be present 
to testify. 

We will recess for ten minutes. 
(THE COMMISSION RECESSED AT 1140 HOURS.) 
e ie e e e de e e f oe e e he je je e ke e eo e KE 
(FOLLOWING RECESS.) 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: We will proceed, 

CROSS EXAMINATION, 
BY COLONEL GRIFFITE*JOFES; 

Q The SA was one of the official party organizations, was it not? 

A As far as I know, until the year of 1933, Until that period of 
time, as far as I recall, for until then one had to be first a member of 
the party itself in order to become a member of the SA and the SA was then 
the instrument of the party for even brutalities under breach of the Reich, 

Q But, the SA was a party organization or a party institution right 
up to the end? 

A The SA was in some connection with the party and subordinate to the 
party as there were in Germany dozens of other organizations, 

Q Do you not know that the SA was an official party organization even 
in 1935? 

A I have not entirely studied these questions, but I know very well 


in Germany there was no expression of public life, no organization, which did 


1 
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not have to have an "NS" before the other letters, 

Q Do you kot know that the SA was one of those organizations through 
which tne Nazi party controlled Germany and executed its policy? 

A As far as the time before 1933 is concerned, thet is quite so. How 
that could have been possible afterwards, I cannot imagine. In my area at least 
the SA had practically no life and activity. 

Q You know, doü't you, that it was a policy of the Nazi party to surpress 
all church influence as much as possible? 

A Yes, certainly. 

Q And it was trz through its organizations that that policy was put 
into effect. 

A That certainly has been done through the fecilities of organizations, 
but as far se the SA is concerned they did not succeed, 

Q The purpose of the SA was to execute the policies of the Nazi Govern- 
ment just the same as it was the purpóse of the Gestepo, SS, or any other 
organization? 

A It was the original vurpose of the SA to execute the will of the 
party, but I have not been able to observe later on that the SA was able to 
execute the will of the Government. Later on the SA seemed to me an instrument 
of education of the party and Government, but an instrument which did not 
function. 

Q I agree with you, but it was an organization for education in the 
way in which the Nazi Government desired people to be educated, was it not? 

A Yes, that is correct as fer as the minds of those people who originated 


it. Those people were concerned with the supreme command of the state, but 


r 
those supreme commanders were unable to realize their ideas, l 4 
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Q I want to put one example to you to show where they apparently 
succeeded, Did you ever hear of an incident which occured in Freising 
in March of 1935? 

A If you can give me some details, I might recall the incident. 

Q It was an incident where the Cardinal in Freising had his services 
interrupted by the SA. Do you remember the incident? 

A I only recall that in Bavaria, not very often, but sometimes inci- 
dents of this kind had occured, but I have already said in the orca MIS, 
tion thst I was under the impression that apart from the basic organization 
of the SA there must have been smaller groups, which were instruments in 
the hanás of those in power. 

Q Of course, not every member of the SA took part in demonstrations 
ageinst the church or in other illegal activities but a great many of them 
did, 

A I cannot agree with that when you say a great many at least in re- 
gard to northwestern Germany, 

Q Let us just discuss this particular incident, I have here a file 
which contains a letter dated March 22, 1935 from the volitical volice 
of Bavaria to the Government of Upper Bavaria. It is Document 1507 PS. 

It is written from Munich and is a report given by the Glazier Hans Hieda, 
(Witness is handed Document 1507 PS.) 

That is a report which is enclosed with the covering letter sent 
from the political police of Bavaria to the Government in Upper Bavaria, 
Ministry of the Interior, It encloses a statement as to what happened 
on February 18, 1935 in the Freising Church. Before we go on with the 


letter, I want to point out to you a statement toward the enë of that 


letter. I quote: " On the whole it can be said that the facts about 
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the occurences in Freising have been very much exaggerated by the 
Catholic clergy in order to expose the National Socialistic city 
counsel," 
In the short paragraph preceding that he criticizes the incident 

as described by Hane Hieüle. Would it be right in assuming that the 
Catholic clergy are in fact to be more reliable than the Socialistic 
Council of Leisic? 

A Yes, certainly. 

Q And possibly a good deal more reliable than the political chief 
of Bavaria? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, we can properly see what Hans Heidle says took place, He 
says: "On Monday, February 18, I want to the Dom to listen to the 
sermon of the Cardinal. I went into the church and people were crowded 
closely around the altar." He goes on "... the reading of the testimony 
was just over when a noise coming from the church window on the epistle 
side of the altar of St. Mary became audible. A clergyman in a stroll, 
who was on duty to keep erker , became aware of the noise as did many 
in the church. He says, "At the same time I notice a cord was pulled 
through the shattered church window." I skip several lines, Heiéle 
says: "At that moment a gentleman said to me if I am not quiet immediately 
I will be brought to Dachau. After that I kept completely quiet. Some 
women also had noticed the incident and had become agitated, were threatened 
in the same manner, $t was only then that I noticed than an official 


action was on its way; up to then I haé only suspected some kind of 
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disturbance caused by students on the outside, 

"In the meantime the clergyman had succeeded in getting through the 
closely crowded people and had come over to the evistle side, but here 
he was immediately stopped," 

I can summarize the next paragraph: During the sermon, a man asked 
Heidl to remain behind until after the sermon was over. Then Héidl goes 
on: "Ater the service three gentlemen in civilian clothes went with me to 
the police, They took my personal datas and eis released me, I went 
home immediately." 

Again I summarize: "At 12:30 thet night the door bell rang and the 
three men were standing at the door. When Mr. Heidl opened it, he said: 
"They lifted up my hands and felt in my trousers vocket for arms." He 
says they took him away Seantily dressed, On the way they asked him: 

"What did you think was the matter when the bell rang?" He answered, 
I quote: "I thought that it was either the fire-brigsée or the police." 
They said, "This time you do not have to go th the police-station," 

To summarize again, they took him along a field and I quote again: 

"The leader took a kerchief from this pocket and tied it over my mouth, he 
then pressed me to the ground and held me while the two others started beating 
me. They gave me about 15 to 20 heavy blows, from the seat down to the ankle 
of my left foot. The gag became loose and I screamed loudly. Then they let 

go of me and let me up. I was given strict instructions not to taal any body 
about this incident, if I wanted to keep my business, Then they gave me a 


kick with his foot." After that he ran home. 


P) 
2 / 
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There is another statement, which we need not examine in detail. It is 
a statement by Rupert Mattes, who states what happened outside the church and 
he also was -rresteé by some men. 

Another letter in that file, dated February 22nd, is from the commander 
of the local Garrison. It appears that the Kreisleiderin (leader of the Nazi 
Women's organization) had gone around and insisted that all momen members of 
the party or wives of members of the party should attend church services on 


that particular occasion. The objection of one of the women, on the basis 


of the fact that she was a protestant, waskefused as unimportant, instead it was 


ordered that every member of the Nazi Womens Party organization had to attach 
hereself to a storm trooper in civilian clothes, in which way they would be 


considered as audience and not as sent out party members, 
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DAVID, 
Q. Now, that little incident was quite clearly organized by the Party? 


A. Yes, I have no intention whatever to question the authority of these 


documents and the exactness of this document, nor to approve of these evenis, 


but the mein question is rather whether w these events were typical of the actions 


SA as a whole. May I add something. I h stated in the direct exami- 


nation already shat before 1932, the groups of | SA were the instruments of 
01 , mI 


brutelity and realizations of the aims of the Perty, and those groups, of 
course, have not left the Farty after 1933, and have not been converted 
I have knowledze thet this was not the only incident of this character - 
have been others, hat is wh; ave bef stressed the point that I was of 
the impressi hi were certain groups within Germany umtexrthe under the 
SA, but groups which were meant to have these spec 

Q. I don't want to stop you, but we want to keep it as short as we can, 
These weren't people under the name of the SA - these were the SA themselves, 
And if the SA are not meant to act in this way, they could never have been 
allowed to create incidents of that kind, could they? 

I do not feel 58 if I was the defense counsel of the supreme command 

of the SA and their aims, I have again and again stressed the point that the 


^ 


overwhelming majority of the members of the SA had nothing to do whatever with 
such events. I have noticed in one of these documents thet the very wel 
known member of the group was the leader of this act, and it was a man who 
supervised a camp near Freising, and that leads clearly to the difference - that 
was & special group of the SA, 

Q. It was a special group, perhaps, but you told us yourself that was by 


ro means the only incident, so that there must have been a number of special 


70110 6 ٠ 


A. I have not said thet there were many incidents with regard to the 
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participation of 
izations, and I have said 


have referred 

under this vi quite a number of incidents, 
Q Do you know that as late 

Book of the Party sets it out that Hoheitstracer Leaders are 


entitled to call on the SA for the executi 


10 knowledge of this, I 


"4 à 
directives 


was the casgi 


the SA members were 


le * 
expect you know also, do 


Q. 


he Party was to eliminate the church 


t 
Yes, 


That would 


the Party would call out 


wai C h 


tine nannte dy 
LIA was contair 


ght, but I'm very well aware too that 
the SA would have been in the other emp. I have to add agair 
only Northwestern Germany, and in Bavaria the situation that 


over of the power of the Nazi Party has influenced the SA men more 


Northwestern country, 


I Lave no further questions, 


E 


Any further cross examination, 


Bir, 
Any re-direc 


more questions, 
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ASCHANAUER: 


Q In the document submitted by the prosecution, I have found one sheet 


thayseems to have been overlooked. May 1 quote from this document? 


COL. JONES: May we have the date of it? 
ASCHANAUER 3 


JONES; We haven't got it - perhaps you can read it out, 


DR, ASCHENAUER ; concerns the EXi4ExZXEXEXX3- events in Freising 
at the occasion of the presence of Cardinal Felha n February 15, 1935, 
I - Preliminary Note. (Dr, Aschenauer read the article in German) 

haps as we haven't an English 
which Dr. Aschensuer has read. Since he has read the whole document, perhaps 
either he could point out to us the high points - t! sential 


perhaps the interpreter can 


gi 
g4 


DR. ASCHENAUER: 1 1 le interpreter neke a summary 


HI 


MR, TAYLOR: What is the purpose of it - is kt proper re-direct? 
COL. JONES: I think it must be, 
What is the document? 
Another document after that whic! quoted, 
interpreter is going to summarize it for us, 
THE INTERPRETER: Most of the document concerns contradictions 
between the statements by the leader of the brigade #85, made 26 March 1936, 
and report of the Bavarian political police of the 22 March 1925, In the begin- 
ning the note says the report of the leader of brigade #85, according to which 


the SA had no part whatever in this metter is in contradiction to the report 


of the Baverian political police in which one can read - it is correct that 


moned in 
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tend, together with the NS-Fraushaft, the preaching of the Cardinal, Then agein 
they speak about the fect that the statements thet the Kreieleiter had mixkE&XXx 
asked severel times for protection 

MR. TAYLOR: > prosecution satisfied with the summary 

made so far? 
COL. JONES: Yes sir. 


MR. TAYLOR: State in the record the number of the instrument, will 


THE INTERPRETER; P.S. 1507 - 22, dated 26 April 1935. 

DR, ASCHENAUER: Then I may state in compliance with the letter 
of 10 April 1925, the Amt for rights and Tribunal of the SA has submitted record 
on the question of Freising - the responsible person - the Reichsstallhalter 
Obergruppenfuhrer Ritter von Epp did not agfee with this record of the Amt. This 
therefore the Obergruppenfuhrer expresses his dise} val of this report of the 
Sin the letter of 26 April 1935, 

I think that is sufficient, doctor, You have 

in the record and you hev of ed to cA instrument. We don't want 
on it - that is enough. 

DR. ASCHENAUZR: Just one more sentence which is the most important, 

TAYLOR: You are always wanting one more sentence, You have 

introduced it - go ahead and complete your re-direct. 


DR. ASCHENAUER: If I am not granted permission to read out this 


sentence, then I am sorry, I have no further questions, 


١ 
1 


& 
R. TAYLOR: Doctor, you Yve received permission, the document 


has been introduced into the record, and it's not necessary for you to try to 
explain the document - it speaks for itself, 
DR. ASCHEMNAUER: The document does not speak for itself because 


Part II mieses and is the in It derives from Chapter 
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DAVID 
II of this document that the Reichsstellhalter Obergruppenfuhrer von Epp has not 
accepted the report as far as punishment is concerned, 

MR, TAYLOR: I don't want hear any more on this instrument, 
The document has been introduced - it is part of the record and reference 
been made to it by you. The Commission is not interested in hearing |; 
xukerprgat interpretation or reading this document, 

COL, JONES: With very great respect, sir, I think you are 
misunderstanding, This is not the document I introduced - this is another document 
in the file. I think with respect that Dr. Aschenauer is entitled to refer to 
another document in-the file which have introduced as evidence, If that 
document casts doubt on any of the do-ument which I have read, it should be 
entered, 

and also the defense, you gave 
number - you stated a part of ths rough the interpreter in form of a 
You have now read a considerable portion of that document, and the Commission 
contends it is useless for you to proceed with it, because it is in the record, 
and it speaks for itself. Does thet explain it to you, Col, Jones? 

COL. JONES: I appreciate that. 1 the other hand, unless itis 
read into the record as it is not a translated pa it is ad into 
the record, it will be difficult for the Tribunal to follow, 

MR, TAYLOR: Very well, go ahead and read it into the record, 
You just had one or two sentences, I believe you said, doctor, 

Q For one thing the letter of 10 April 1935 of the SA of the NSDAF, Amt 
for Tribunal and Lew, ith reference to the talk with the chief of staff of the 
supreme commend of the SA Gruppenfuhrer Marxer, with reference to the events 


<@imkeubitkisnx (Distrubitions) in the Catholic Church of Freising on the 8 


of March 1935, we enclose two reports (Brigade #85 of the 26 March, and Sturn- 


of March 1935). In document 1507 P.S., Reichsstallhalter 





YO‏ لاا 


H1081 —0030 
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man was SA Obergruppenfuhrer Ritter von Epp - under Chapter I, 
iticised and refused, and Chapter II, the metter was referre 
again to the SA Tribunal for the purpose of a punishment of the order 
events. I ask from the general view, if thet doesn't make it quite clear 
nst these abuses? 
supreme command have stated disapproval 


e those groups you have mentioned here - those groups which were 


celled before 33 19538, the so-called Stsbswache (Staff Sentries)? 


because I'm too little familiar 


prosecution hz 


represented the SA? 


Prosecutor 
by Bormann, ear ask y iV e SA leaders 


n a special way ir 1 ht against the church, as 
circular letter is concerned? 
A. I cannot recall anything in that line, 
DR, ASCHENAUER: I have no further questions, 
TAYLOR: The Commission wi &d jou unti o'clock Monday 


time a further witness will be heard Not es will be sent to 


erested counsel, 
ADJOURNED: # 1241 hours, 


correct transcript of the testimony of 


DR. SMMERICH DAVID, taken 2 July 19461 
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he Supreme Command of ^no Si fied in the same way the 


Race 1 Blood" as it was do. in tho Schwarzes Kprps? 
nowspcopors like tl] warzos Kory nd tho Stuerme 
recall these things because in my 
Leal with them, but to the newspaper of tho Si 


۹ Ta d e m 
such hanne 


have refused hatred 


f mya qu mem 
Gorman States 


oralistic, Mar 


The Church 


the Catholics had communi 


newnras iat ` 3 
answered that tho Catholics 


had cntpred 


maintained their unmoi 
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tho Catholics which are 


articlos 


or article 
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of the individual SA man? 
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far as my observations 
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Qe Does not a declaration by the Pope express the thought of what is 


cakked a "Forced Voluntary Action"? 


Ae I f vou mean by that a declaration of will exerted by very strong 
prossuro, then that is correct, 
one belong to the SA when one was at the same time a go 
Catholic ? 
he. It is a well known fact that Catholicism anc belonging to the Sa ha 
existed at the sme time in the same perscn and even theoretically anc actua- 
lly it was possible siace after 1933 the acherance tc the SA did not mean 
principally an anti-religious conviction anc dic nct includa either an obli- 
vation for uneChristion actions, 
% Did the overwhelming majori; of the SA nen approve of the persecution 
of the Jews ? 
The SA men which I have referred to all of the time cic not 
ersccutione 
Coul. the Så nen have hal knowlecre of the extent of thecrimes, which 
becone knowne 
; convinced thet the masses certainly could nct have hac kn. wlecye 
f these facts, especially because I myself, in siit of ny havinz very 
1 sources of information, ha. n: kn.wle ge f these facts. In y recol- 
lection, I can only cite the nanes of the two c ncentration cams, namely 
Oranienshur anc Dach2us In those camps there were personal acquaintance 
5f aine an. even church zen -some my suborcinateseq «ith only onc exception 
none of them, in spite of their hovin- been confidence in me, have 
anything about the facts which now are known, There was of course 
exception, but the man who told me about there thin.s was well kncwn as a 
fenatice. The things he told me : re incredible anc full of contracictions. 
tdlked to me so much in spite of the fact that he told me he endangered 
his life in tellin, me about i 1 did not quite believe hime, I know 
if I hac nc possibility of knowing about those thines, in spite f all the 
inforsation that I hac, the creat mass 2f men an. especially younc men, 


who Cid nct have the infornation at their disposal, could n t know about th 


e y 
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Qe "hy did the church not urge resignations from the SA ? 

Ae Until 1933 the chirch did advocate no acherance to the SA becsuse up 
until 1933 the SA was considered an instrument for the execution 6f nati- 
christian programs and seconCly, because they hac a revolutionary ci aracter 
and the church disapproves of all revolutionists. From 1933 on the SA was 
no lon er revolutionary but it was an organizatión of the state, F: ‘ts 
haze shown thet it was possible to adhere to the SA without beins c vince 


f 


of the rinciples of the party, which were tc be disapproved of, Pru thermor, 
the facts showed the men were not obliged to take part in any acti ns which 
were criminal, therefore, the church had no reason for intorvonti 

Qe Have you mace your statements here with the approve of His 

the Cardinal of Cologne ? 

Ae Of course, It is in compliance with church laws that I can nly 
state first of all if he agrees that I state at all an. the cenera!. contents 
of my statement herê is in accordance with what he himself thinks. The 
principle points .f what I have stated here have been covered b him in 
a Document which he handed to mee I will read that Locusent -it is two or 
taree pa es longe 

CO T ISSIONER TaYLCis Let me unverstanc what the Cocument is. 
is the purpose of introcucincz it here ? 

COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: I objecte I wouló like to have 
tion on this before the Locument is introvucec. 

COMMISSION. TAYLOR? I con't see the point cf introducing Yocumen 
It is the vi.w cf someone else on. not the witness himself, 

‘DR. ASCHENAUERs I want to recall that I hac askec the witne.’s whe thes 
he testified here with the approval of the Cardinal of Colozne, He testific 


that he dic and I have asked the Tribunal t^ approve cf his submit^in- the 


Document hanced over by the Cardinal cf Cologne. 


CO? ISSIONE: TuYLORs$ Can you tell me what is the purpose cf suumitti: 
this statement ? 
Die n SCHENAUZR$ I want to submit to this Tribunal the expert opinion 


of the Carcinal as a witness. I want t. add that the Cardinal, Josef 
3742 





l2 June-dp-2-3 Meehan 
Frings is the president of the Bish p Conference in Fulda, therefore, the 
official representative cf the Catholic Church, 

COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: I objecte It does not matter a bit who the 
Bishop is or what he ise I reque.. ı that before this Document placed there- 
fore us that it be translated which is the procedure that has been followed 
thrcughout the trial, I object tc the Document being submitted until I have 
a translation, that is all I aske 

DR. ASCHENAUER$ I have no interest at all in having this »ocument 

tod in my Document bocke I just want to have the Document, which is 
the official positicn taken by the Cardinal of Cologne, read, 


COLMISSIONER T4YLOis Objection sustained, Proceed with the examina- 


JR. ASCHENAUER$ I only resret the positicn the president has taken 
I have no further questicnse 

CGLISSIONE3 TAYLOR: I can see no point in &ubritting the testimony 
of someone wh. is not here, If his testimony was desired, he shculd be 
present to testify, 

We will reces 


39d at 1140 hours.) 


CHOSS E XAMINATION 

B; COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: 

Qe The S. was one of the cfficial party .r;anizations, was it not ? 

As far as I know, until the year of 1933. Until that period of time, 
I recall, for until then ne hac to be first a member of the party 

itself in order to become a member of the SA and the SA was then the ins- 
turment of the party for even brutalities under breach of the Reich. 

ye Put و‎ ihe SA was a party or anization cr a party indti tution right 


up to the end ? 


The SA was in.cme connection with the party anc subordinate to the part‏ هل 


043 


there were in Germany dozens «í ther organizaticnse 


0 D 
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Qe Yo yu know that the SA was n fficiàl party 
Ae I have entirely studied these questi ns, but I know very well in 
Germany there was no expre.sion cf public life, no organization, which did 
not have tc have an "NS" before the other letters, 
Do you not know that the SA as one of those organizations thr:rgh 
party controlled aany and executed its policy ? 
the time before 16° 3 is concerned, that is quite so, How 
that could have been possible aft. saris, I cannct imazinee In my area at 
least the Sa hac practically no Tife anc activity/ 
Je You know, con't you that it was a pelicy of the Nazi party to surpress 
all cuurch influence as much as possible ? 
A, Yes, certainly. 
Qe And it was through its orvanizations that that policy was put into 
effect ? 
That certainly has been done through the facilities of crganizations, 
but as far as the SA is concerned t ey cic not succeéde 
pose of the Sû was to execute the policies of the Nazi "overn- 


p 


mont just the s. ame as it was the purpose of the Gestapo, SS or any «ther 
rzonizeticns ? 

Ae It was tho original purpos. ^f the SA to eecute the will of the arty, 
but I have not been able tc observe later on that the SA was avle to execute 
the will of the Governments. Later on the SA seemed to me an instrument 
of education of the party anc Vovornement, but an instrument which did not 
functione 

I agree with you, but it was an orvanization for education in the 


3 


ich the Nazi Government desired people to be educated, was it not? 
that is correct as far as the min f these people wh ricinate 
people were concerned with the supreme command of the state but 


‘ome Commanders were unable to realize their ideas, 


31h; 
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Q I want to put one example to you to show where they 
apparently succeeded. Did you over hear of an incident 
which occurred in Freising in March of 1935 ? 

« If you can zivo me somo details, I might rocall tho 
incidont. 

Q It was an incident where the Cardinal in Froisi: 
had his services interrupted by the Si. Do you remember tho 
incident? 

4 I only recall that in Bavaria, not very often, but 
sometimes, incidents of this kind had occurred, but I kave 
already said in the direct examination that I was under tlo 
impression thet apart from the basic organization of the 
Sa there must have been smaller groups, which were instru- 
ments in tho hands of those in power. 


4 Of course, not every member of the Sa took pa 
demonstrations against the church or in other illegal active 
itics, but a great many of thea did. 

à I cannot agree with that when you say a great may, 


at least in regard to northwestern Germany. 


Q Let us just discuss this particular incident. 


v £ 


E 


have here a filo which contains a letter dated March 22, 
1935, from the political police of Bavaria to tho Govorn- 
ment of Upper Bavaria. It is Documont 1507 PS. It is wit- 
ton : from Munich, and is a report given by tho Glazier Hens 
Hoidl. 

(Witness is handed Document 1507 PS.) 


That is a report which is enclosed with tho covorin 


lettcr sont from tho political police of Bavaria to tho Go - 


ernment of Upper Bavaria, Ministry of the Interior. It cn- 
closes a statement as to what happened on February 18,1935 
in the Freising Church. Before we gO on with the letter, I 
want to point out to you a statement toward tho end of trist 
letter, I quote: : On the whole, it can be said thet the 
facts about the occurrences in Freising have been very m-ch 


exaggerated by tho Catholic clergy in order to exposo thc 
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National Socialistic city counsel. 
In the short paragraph 8 £ that he cr 
cident as described by Hans Hiedls. ‘ould 
in assuming that the Catholic clergy are in fac 
more reliable than the Soc_slistic Council of L 
Yes, certainly. 
ind possibly a good deul more reliable than the po- 


chief of Bavaria ? 


we can properly see what Hans Hoidle says took 
place. : Monda February 18, I vent to the 
Don to listen to tho sermon : the Cardinal. I went into 
the church and peop were Ow lod 36 around the al- 
nz of the testimony was 
rom the church window on 
the epistle side of o 4 St. Mary became audible. 
who was on duty to keep 
aware of the noise as did many in the church. 
tát the same time I noticed a ^crd was pulled thro 
tored church window," I skip several lines, 
says, “at that moment a 
quiet immediately, ni rought to Dachau, ifter that 
women haa also 
itated, were threatened in 
same c was only then that I noticed that an 
cial action was on its way. Up to then I hac only suspec- 


3 n L o 1 1 ^ 


kind of Gisturbance ceased by students on the cut- 


"In the meantime the clergyman had succesded in setting 
through tho closcly crowded people and had core over to the 
but here he was immediately stopped." 
summarize the next paragraph : During the sere 
asked Heidl to remain behind until after the ser- 


over, Then Hoidl goes in: "after the service, three 
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gentlemen in civilian clothes went with me to the police, 
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They took my personal datas and then released me. I wert 
hone innediately.? 

again I suancrize: "at 12:30 that night the door bell 
rang and the three sien were standing at the door, "hen Mr. 
Heidl cpened it, ho said: "They lifted up my hends and 
felt in my trousers pocket for arms.” He says they took 
hin away scantily dressed. On the way they asked hin: 
“What did you think wes the matter when the bell rang?" 
he answered, I quote: "I thought that it was cither the 
fire-brigade or the police." They said, 
do not have to go to the police-station.'" 

To summarize again, they took hin along a field, anc 
I quote again; "The leader took a kerchief fron his poe i= 
et and tied it over ny nough, he then pressed me to the 
Ground and held me while the two others started 
They gave me about 15 to 20 heavy blows, from the scat 
down to the ankle of ny left foot. The gag became loose 


and I screamed loudly. Then they let go of no and lot me 


up. I was given strict instructions not to toll anybody 


about this incident, if I wantod to keep my business. The.. 
they gave me a kick with their feet! After that he ran 


hoac. 
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that little incident wa clocrly orgenized 


G Vinkilor 1 


o intontion whatever tc question tho 


ity of these docunents ond the oxoctnoss of this dccunont, 


nor to approve of these events, but the main question is rather 


whether these events were typic-l of tho actions of tho SA as 


SA enw 
I ada something, I havo stated in tho direct 


oxoninction already that before 1933, the groups of tho SA were 


instruionts cf brutality and roalizations of tho ains of 
“nd those groups, cf course, he 
heve not boon converted cither, 
incicont of this charac 
wk; = have before 
were certain groups 


within Gornony under the Si, brt groups which were nennt to 


r^ 
you. 


4-1. 


bic none 


57 5 م > ا‎ b a An d 
01622561768. ANA if lO S4 are not moont 


dlU ا‎ 


could never havo been allowed to creato 


v 


could thoy? 


tho defenso counsel of the 


ro 


3 ص‎ wel 
Ain ana 


5 


he overwhelming majority cf the 


whatever with such events, 


in one oi ) «ocuionts that the very voll 


the group 
suport? sed a 


E 


difforoneo = 


$^ 4431 "is a fo - 71 T 
pernaps, out you told us your- 


Vv 


97 no icons tho only incident, so that thoro must 


da? 


the participat 





pra i ug 


not meant to scy so, but I havo roferred 


EMT 


affiliated crgenizations, cnd havo said under th 
thoro bavo boon quite a number of incidents. 


that as lrto os 1943, 


0 (AY 


of [IT 
ization 3ock ‘'rectiv: 
which tive boon followed, but it 


1. 


hat it was tho caso, yot I deon the inport: 
overwholaing majority oí o S3 nenbers wore to 
such oxocutions, 

I oxpoct you know also, do 


tho purposo of the Party was to 


V. 
LOS 5 


peliticcl mission 


Charter, 
viow, that 


` 


such o case the 


PSS I‏ فدات ايد 
tl or 6 1 -L 1‏ 


Germany, ond in Savarla tho situation 


before tho taking owor Nazi Party hes influ- 


encod tho S" men moro country. 


COL, 
TAYLOR; Any further cross 
COLONEL ORLOV: No 


De 
۰ 


TAYLOR; <Any ro-diroct? 


CEENAUDR: I have four more questions 


RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. ASCHAI JER : 


in the docunont submitted by tho prosecution, I have 


found ono sheot thet seoris to bovo been cvorloc 


3149 
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Qocurnont: 

COLONEL JONES icy wo have tho d-te of it? 

Dit. ASCHENAUER:; 26 April 1935. 

COLONEL JONES: Wo heven't got it = perhaps you can rood 


ni‏ ممم 


LSSCHESISUBR: It concerns tho ovonts in Froising a5 


the prosonco of Cardinal Falharbor on February 


Proliminary Nete. ( Dr, Aschoncuor rend the ar: 


COLONEL JONES: ] haps wo haven't an Znolish tr: nslctic 


1 7 
1 L 


cf which Dr, Jschoncuer hes read. Sinco Lo lo 


ARG 
A. a 


Gocunont, perhaps oithor ho could point cut to 


55 


- tho essonticl poin or perhaps the intorprotcor 


m 


€ summary of it. 


ANANT 


e OVIL 


purposo of 
32 ^ مل‎ O 
نا 0 120 ذل‎ ¢ 
COLONEL JONES: nk it must be 
TAYLOR: Whet is the decunent? 
cocunent 
interpreter is going to surmerize 


TT" "TIT T T £ 
HE INTERPRETER: Mc 1 the 


concerns cont: 
tions 5otvoon tho statenonts by the locdor cf the brigade 
made on 26 March 1935, ond report of the Davericn politics: 
police of the 22 Narch 1935, in tho beginning 
report cf the der of brigade No, 85, according 
bart whatevor in this matter is in contrad: 
Bavarian political police in which 
“bout 100 mon to attend togother with tho NSF 
cf tho Cardinal. Then again th xy speak cbout 
the statements that the Kroisleitor had asked sov 
times for protection of the er 
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TAYLOR; Is the prose ution satisfied with tho summery 


COLONEL JONES 


e tTa معد‎ B 4223 OZR 
و‎ Ais VOU 26 sprit 193 o 


TIDMATITR 


HENAUZR: m my stato in eonplieneo with the 


the A mt for rights and f 


Tribuncl o 


T 


ord on she question of -roising = 
Noicksstcllhalter Obcrgruppenfuhrer 


1 ^ و‎ b ٠ و‎ d- ^ "- P. = 1 5 - 1 trm ^ 
Rittor von Epp did nct agree with this rocord of his 


d 


Obergruppenfuhre. oxpresses his disapproval of 


SA in tho ster of 26 April 1935, 


speech on 


TTI. 


ASCHENAUER ; g Y more sentence which 


J 


wanting ono rire sonto? 
your re-direct. 


0 TA vA s mrs " 1^ a3 at Ay - 4 e^ 5 
LIC HEIZUZR : 1 cii ot srented permission to rocd 


1 


eT ERA oxen T =. ~ D *. 
sontonco, thon # om sorry, = i 


> 


you hevo rocoivod pori 


oceuiont has boon introduced into tho record, and 


necessary fi o try to oxplcin the docunont 


m 


The docv^ont does not spock for itsolf 


and thet is the nost important part, It 


II of this document that the Reichsst 


Ta 


tor Obergruppenfuhrer von Epp Lcd not cceoptod tho report 8 


e دوه دح‎ 
as Uy 


lishment is concerned, 


L don't wa 20 hear iny moro c is instru- 


mont. The has been introduced - it is 


3 4. 
Uu 


- " 4 
to it by you. 





ITA 


July LJG Winkler 5 H1081-0052 
050581503 in hearing yo 1 t: rooding this 
ONES: With very groct rospoct, sir, I think you 
aro under inisunderstcnding, This is not tho dcewent I intro- 
Jucod = this is another docunor^ in the filo, I think with ro- 
spect that e ASchonauor is coi 5i à to refer to another 
locunont i 10 filo which ve introduced as evicence. 
the Cocumont which Û ha 
bo ontorud, 
But Colonel ^na also tbe Cofense, you geve 
- you state. 2 port of that 
lntorprotor in form of & sum : You have now roa 


وچو 


adlo portion cf that docum 2 2 the Commission contends it 


an TATTO 
A لع‎ OWES 4 


uwnloss it is roca into the record cs it 


13 AM 


art - unloss it is read the rocord, it wi o diff 


Tor tho TPibuncl 


RILOR: Vory wo go chead and a it into 


à ono or two sontoncos, + boliovo y: 


For ono thing tho lottor cf 10 «pril 1935 
, At for Tribunal and Low, with reference 


tho chiof cf staff ci the supreme command 


linpxer, with rof-^^onco to the events (Distributions) 


n document 1507 P.S. 


the report was criticised 
refused, and Chaptor II, tho matter wes roferred agein to 
SA Tribunal for tho purpose of c punishment of tho order of 


ovonts, I ask from tho gencral view, if that doosn't make 


quite cies he. io Supreme command cf the SA was against 
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in this particular caso tho supreme cera 


halas 


TC NTA v a t ^ 
«oro those groups you have mentioned here 


which voro called 


impression. 
Is it possible to 
Groups ropresentod th 
last questio 20 Prosecutor } 


terms to the question of the circular 


Sy mio 
yCur 


no further 


ion will adjourn until 


Rose W. Cook 
Semen ok ب‎ ES PIO 


ELI A 
Reporter 


“lice Mochan 
ا‎ 
heporter 





